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young woman recounted the fatal stab-
bing of her boyfriend on school
grounds. She spoke with the deceased
young man’s mother sitting close by
her side.

These are stories that we in Congress
must hear and keep with us as we sort
out our legislative options.

Madam Speaker, it is time for us to
start listening to the students. Their
insight can help us to understand the
roots of today’s violence and what we
can do to help them stop it. I am so
pleased that I will be able to welcome
Cheyrl Villapania from El Puente High
School in Santa Barbara, Stacie Pol-
lock from Righetti High School in
Santa Maria, and Brandon Tuman from
Arroyo Grande High School in San
Luis Obispo County. They are going to
travel across the country next week to
attend our conference, and I also com-
mend their chaperone, Raquel Lopez,
from Girls Incorporated in Santa Bar-
bara. These capable young people will
be the eyes and ears of our Youth Advi-
sory Council here in Washington D.C.
They will bring the concerns of the
young people from the 22nd District of
California to the conference and then
report back to our youth and to our
community on what they have accom-
plished. I am proud of them for taking
the initiative, for making their voices
heard on issues that are important to
them, important to us all.

As important as our work here is in
the capital, we know that the real
work of reducing violence that sur-
rounds our young people is going to
come from within the communities
themselves. Voices Against Violence
conference is an excellent step in the
right direction. I commend the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. GEPHARDT)
and his staff for their leadership in or-
ganizing this conference. I look for-
ward to welcoming to the capital next
week students from the central coast
of California and from around the
country.
f

HATE CRIMES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
I rise today in support of the Hate
Crime Prevention Act, and I strongly
urge the Commerce-State-Justice con-
ferees to include this important legis-
lation in their conference report.

Since I was first elected to Congress,
I have been focusing on the issues of
livable communities, how we can cre-
ate better partnerships between the
Federal Government, State and local
governments, private business and in-
dividual citizens to make our commu-
nities more livable. This means, in
sum, communities that are safe,
healthy and economically secure. If
people are not safe from discrimina-
tion, the community is definitely not
livable.

I have been a strong supporter of
anti-discrimination efforts throughout

my public service career. As a member
of the Oregon State House of Rep-
resentatives way back in 1973 I had an
eye opening experience when I had the
opportunity to chair the legislature’s
first hearing on the issue of gay rights.
The Hate Crimes Prevention Act is an
excellent opportunity for the Federal
Government to continue a trend over
the last 50 years of moving aggres-
sively to deal with issues of anti-
discrimination.

Since 1969, the Federal Government
has had the ability to prosecute hate
crimes if that crime was motivated by
bias based on race, religion, national
origin or color and if that victim was
attempting to exercise a federally pro-
tected right. The law has, in fact, prov-
en to be a valuable tool in the fight
against hate crimes, but unfortunately
these hate crimes are still a part of the
American landscape, and sometimes
the language of the current federal
statute is simply too narrowly drawn.
The Hate Crimes Prevention Act would
make a critical amendment to the law,
removing the requirement that the ac-
tivity be, quote, federally protected
and adds sexual orientation, gender
and disability as covered categories.

As I said, there are still hate crimes
among us. In 1997 there were over 8,000
that were reported.

I have had the opportunity to witness
firsthand that there are real faces at-
tached to those statistics. One of the
most searing experiences in our com-
munity occurred about 10 years ago
when three Ethiopian immigrants were
attacked in my hometown of Portland,
Oregon, one beaten to death solely be-
cause of the color of their skin. I think
our hearts all went out to the families
of the victims, but there were more
victims than the immediate family.

Sadly I was acquainted with a family
of one of the people, the skin heads,
who were convicted of that murder, a
young man who will spend the rest of
his life behind bars, tearing up his fam-
ily, and indeed the whole community
was touched with the awful knowledge
that something of that nature could
occur in our midst.

If we can send clear signals that hate
crimes are not acceptable, we can do
more than just convict those who are
guilty. If with these strong signals we
can prevent these horrible crimes from
happening in the first place, we will be
making our communities more livable.

I hope that my colleagues will join in
the cosponsorship of the Hate Crime
Prevention Act and that they will all
prevail upon the conferees of Com-
merce-State-Justice to move this im-
portant process forward by including
the legislation in the conference re-
port.
f

GOOD NEWS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, I
want to share with my colleagues and

those who are watching in their offices
some incredibly good news that ap-
peared yesterday in many newspapers
around the country, USA Today, many
of the national newspapers. I know the
St. Paul Pioneer Press back in my
State carried the story, but it is in-
credibly good news, and I would like to
read just the first paragraph or so.

It says something symbolically enor-
mous may have happened today. The
Congressional Budget Office announced
that the government may have bal-
anced the budget in fiscal year 1999.
Now that is the one we just completed
October 1 without spending Social Se-
curity money.

b 1845

It goes on to say, if so, it would be
the first time that that has happened
since 1960 when Dwight Eisenhower was
President, gentlemen sported fedoras,
and women wore fox stoles.

Madam Speaker, this is incredibly
good news for all generations. In fact,
there were some other things that hap-
pened. To put this in perspective, the
last time the Federal Government ac-
tually balanced the budget without
using the Social Security trust funds,
Elvis was just getting out of the army
and going back to recording. The tele-
vision show Bonanza was just going on
the air. Apples sold for 18 cents a
pound. The French company intro-
duced the Renault Dalphine to the
American market for about $1,400 per
automobile. The minimum wage was
$1, and some may even remember that
Bill Mazerowski hit a home run in the
bottom of the ninth to power the Pitts-
burgh Pirates to a world series win
over the New York Yankees. I might
add, and this is what really got my at-
tention, the last time that the Con-
gress and the Federal Government bal-
anced the budget without using Social
Security Trust Fund money, the last
time that happened was 11 years before
Congressman Paul Ryan was born.
That really puts this into perspective.
This has been a long time. In fact, I
would like to say that we have been
wandering in the wilderness of growing
deficits for 40 years and finally, we
have crossed the River Jordan, and I
hope that we will not turn back.

Let me just show my colleagues an-
other chart. This is what the Congres-
sional Budget Office told us when I
came here just five years ago in 1995. I
was elected in 1994. But what they were
saying was that in 1994, the Congress
borrowed $57 billion from the Social
Security Trust Fund, and then it went
to $69 billion and then to $73 billion
and then to $78 billion, and they were
projecting that had the Congress had
not gotten serious about controlling
the growth in Federal spending and ac-
tually balancing the budget, they were
projecting by this year we would be
borrowing at least $90 billion from the
Social Security trust fund. Again I say,
this is good news.

Now, we are in a great budget debate
right now with the White House in
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terms of whether or not we are going
to continue on this path. Are we going
to balance the budget? Are we going to
steal from Social Security? Are we
going to raise taxes? In order to get
what we think needs to be done in
terms of balancing the budget without
using Social Security, we really only
have three choices. We can raise taxes,
and of course the President was out
today saying that we need to raise
taxes. In fact, he is proposing a tax on
cigarettes. Now, I am not a fan of ciga-
rettes, I do not smoke cigarettes, I
wish no one smoked cigarettes. But the
truth of the matter is that when we
raise taxes on cigarettes, it is a very
regressive tax. We know who ends up
paying those taxes. It generally is peo-
ple who can least afford to pay addi-
tional taxes.

The second option is to steal from
Social Security. We have said that is
not acceptable. The Democrats here in
Congress have said that is not accept-
able, and the White House has said that
that is not acceptable. But that really
leaves us with only one choice and that
is to cut spending. We think that the
fairest thing would be to cut spending
across the board, all departments
throughout the Federal bureaucracy.
Some people say, well, that cannot be
done. We cannot make the Federal
Government tighten its belt by one
notch. Well, I think those of my col-
leagues who represent farm districts
know that farmers are tightening their
belts by not one notch, but by perhaps
10 or 15 notches. So asking the Federal
bureaucracy to tighten its belt one
notch we believe is fair, is responsible,
it is doable, and I think anybody out-
side of the beltway would agree that
there is more than enough fat in the
Federal budget to tighten it one per-
cent across the board to make certain
that we balance the budget without
raising taxes and without raiding the
Social Security Trust Fund.

I also want to mention a couple of
other things. The President is very
quick to spend our money, whether it
is in Kosovo or Bosnia or in other
places around the world. A couple of
days ago, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) told us that
already his estimates were that the ef-
forts in Bosnia and Kosovo have cost us
nearly $16 billion. Now, we did not
budget for that. We have had to find
other ways to pay for those special ex-
penditures. But balancing the budget
without raising taxes and without raid-
ing the Social Security Trust Fund is
going to become more and more dif-
ficult if the President continues to run
a 911 service without the help from our
allies.

I would remind all of my colleagues
that when President Bush led us into
the Gulf War, he got our allies to help
pay for it. As a matter of fact, under
some of the accounting that I have
seen that actually, the net cost to the
taxpayers in the United States of the
Gulf War was virtually nothing.

So Madam Speaker, I just want to re-
iterate what great news this is, that for

the time, we have balanced the budget
in fiscal year 1999 without using the
Social Security Trust Fund, and I want
to say that it is great news for all gen-
erations of Americans: for senior citi-
zens, for baby boomers, and more im-
portantly, for a brighter future for our
kids. I hope we stay the course. Let us
not raid the Social Security Trust
Fund.
f

FORTY YEARS OF LIBERALISM
LEAVES DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
IN SHAMBLES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, the
House today and this week and for the
next number of days will be engaged in
a very important debate. That debate
is really a totally partisan debate. It is
a debate about those who want liberal,
big government programs and liberal
programs for our government, and then
on the other side, there are folks that
think that we have too much power,
too much spending, too many programs
in Washington and that the policy of
some 40 years did not, in many in-
stances, work.

This afternoon we had a debate about
a policy relating to the District of Co-
lumbia. The President has vetoed the
District of Columbia appropriations
measure. Within that measure and that
bill are provisions which would allow
liberalization of drug policy for the
District of Columbia. That is one of the
things that is holding that measure up.
Again, a contrast between a liberal pol-
icy, wanting to spend more money, and
also a liberal drug policy for the Dis-
trict of Columbia versus a conservative
approach.

Now, let me tell my colleagues, the
other side of the aisle and the liberals
tried for 40 years to deal with the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and under the Con-
stitution of the United States, the Con-
gress is charged with that responsi-
bility, and we take that very seriously.
Now, when I came to Congress, as I
said earlier this afternoon, in 1993, the
District of Columbia, after 40 years of
liberal Democrat rule, was in shambles.
The Nation’s Capital was a disgrace.
The murder rate exceeded anywhere in
the Nation. The schools had the high-
est per capita and per student expendi-
tures and costs and some of the lowest
performances. The hospitals were a
joke.

In fact, there was an article in the
Washington Post that I have cited a
number of times that said you could
dial 911 for an emergency for EMS and
The Washington Post said you could
dial for a pizza and get the pizza served
quicker than you could get the EMS in
the District. This is what they brought
to the Nation’s Capital, what should
have been the gem of the Nation turned
into despair. They had 60,000 employ-
ees, almost one in 10 people in the Dis-
trict of Columbia were employed in

this massive Federal bureaucracy cre-
ated under again, liberal Democrat
rule. The prisons, as I said, were in
such bad shape that the new Repub-
lican majority has had to take over
control of the prisons and basically
disbanned Lorton. And again, deaths,
and most of those deaths, drug-related
in the District, were in the neighbor-
hood of 500. They were killing them in
scores.

Now, just in a few years, in less than
five years, this new Republican major-
ity has brought some of these programs
under control. We have brought some
meaningful reform. They had a job
training program here I reported on in
the District that spent millions and
millions of dollars and not one person
trained. We have gotten that program
under control. The District was run-
ning a surplus, I believe it was two-
thirds of a billion dollars; if we check
the exact statistics, we will find it was
in the hundreds of millions of dollars a
year. This Republican Congress, in less
than five years, has brought that budg-
et under control. We had to institute a
control board and policies to do that.

Now, we are engaged in the same de-
bate about Social Security. Here are
the folks that spent, for 40 years, So-
cial Security, all the money in the
trust fund, every penny in the trust
fund, and on top of that added hundreds
of billions of dollars of debt per year.
They spent all of the money that
should be in the trust fund. All that is
in there now are certificates of indebt-
edness of the United States. And now
they are telling us they want to fix it.
They have the same liberal policies,
liberal drug exchange policies.

I have cited before that Baltimore in
1996 had 39,000 drug addicts, a dramatic
increase since they started that pro-
gram. That is what they want here.
And the latest statistics are it is close
to 60,000, or one in eight of the popu-
lation in Baltimore under this liberal
policy of needle exchanges is now a
drug addict in Baltimore. A disgrace.
But they want to take their model and
impose it on the District of Columbia.

I do not care if there are 1,000 vetoes
by the President. This is our charge
and this is our responsibility, and we
should not let what happened in a lib-
eral venue happen in our Nation’s Cap-
ital.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. GREEN of Texas (at the request of
Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on account of
official business.

Ms. CARSON (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today and the balance of
the week on account of official busi-
ness.

Mr. MCNULTY (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today and the balance of
the week on account of personal busi-
ness.
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